
Cause No. 8JI~ COC}O 'l63;;;L--

JOE SHIELDS §
§
§

VS. §
§

CIDARELLO INVESTMENTS INC. AND §
DANIEL JERRY PETERSON §
INDIVIDUALLY AND DIB/A HOME §
EQUITY LENDING.COM, HOME §
EQUITY LENDING OF TEXAS, HOME §
EQUITY LENDING AND HARD DRIVE §
MARKETING.COM §

IN THE JUSTICE OF THE PEACE
COURT

PRECINCT NO.8

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

PLAINTIFF'S ORIGINAL PETITION TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID
COURT:

NOW COMES JOE SHIELDS, hereinafter called Plaintiff, complaining ofCHIARELLO
INVESTMENTS INC. AND DANIEL JERRY PETERSON INDIVIDUALLY AND
DIB/A HOME EQUITY LENDING.COM, HOME EQUITY LENDING OF TEXAS,
HOME EQUITY LENDING AND HARD DRIVE MARKETING.COM hereinafter
called Defendants and for cause ofaction would respectfully show the Court as follows:

I.

Plaintiff is an individual and a resident ofHarris County, Texas. c:::>
N

~
Defendant, Chiarello Investments Inc. is a corporation operating under the laws of the G'")

State ofTexas. Service of process may be had upon Chiarello Investments Inc. by servit4J
its registered agent Anna E. Peterson at 3606 Havenmoor Place, Katy, Texas 77449.

~

Defendant, Daniel Jerry Peterson Individually and d/b/a Home Equity Lending.com '!?
Home Equity Lending OfTexas, Home Equity Lending, And Hard Drive Marketing.coni:3
is an individual operating under assumed business names under the laws ofHarris County
and the State ofTexas. Service ofprocess may be had upon him at 1207 Antoine Drive,
Houston, Texas 77055-6920

II.

This is a suit brought pursuant to the provisions of the Telephone Consumer Protection
Act (hereinafter TCPA), 47 U.S.C. §227, (1992) and Section 35.47 ofthe Texas Business
and Commerce Code.

III.
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The telephone numbers at Plaintiffs residence are (281) 482-7603, and (281) 992-1165.
Such numbers are assigned to Plaintiff by the telephone company servicing such
residence.

COUNT ONE

IV.

On May 19,2000 at or about 18:35 o'clock p.m., Defendants initiated an artificial or
prerecorded voice telephone solicitation to the plaintiffs residential telephone line. Such
artificial or pre-recorded telephone solicitation is a violation of47 U.S.c. §227(b)(l)(B)
and Section 35.47 (f) ofthe Texas Business and Commerce Code. Plaintiff had no prior
relationship with the Defendants nor did Plaintiff have a prior relationship with the
business represented by said Defendants, nor was there a prior express consent by
Plaintiffto initiate such artificial or pre-recorded telephone solicitation to Plaintiffs
residential telephone line.

v.

The actions of the Defendants described in this Count were done willfully or knowingly.

COUNT TWO

VI.

On August 4,2002 at or about 16:16 o'clock p.m., Defendants initiated an artificial or
prerecorded voice telephone solicitation to the plaintiffs residential telephone line. Such
artificial or pre-recorded telephone solicitation is a violation of47 U.S.C. §227(b)(I)(B)
and Section 35.47 (f) ofthe Texas Business and Commerce Code. Plaintiff had no prior
relationship with the Defendants nor did Plaintiff have a prior relationship with the
business represented by said Defendants, nor was there a prior express consent by
Plaintiff to initiate such artificial or pre-recorded telephone solicitation to Plaintiffs
residential telephone line.

VII.

The actions of the Defendants described in this Count were done willfully or knowingly.

COUNT THREE

VIII.

The artificial or pre-recorded telephone solicitation did not give a telephone number or
address of the entity or person initiating the artificial or prerecorded voice telephone
solicitation or the business represented by the artificial or prerecorded voice telephone
solicitation. Thus, there is a further violation of the TCPA, the Code of Federal
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Regulations, 47 C.F.R. 64.1200, and Section 35.47(f) of the Texas Business and
Commerce Code.

IX.

The actions of the Defendants described in this Count were done willfully or knowingly.

COUNT FOUR

x

Plaintiff requested verbally and by certified mail that the defendants place Plaintiffs
telephone numbers on Defendant's "Do Not Call" list and that the Defendants furnish to
Plaintiff a copy of Defendant's policy on maintaining such a "Do Not Call" list.
Defendants however, intentionally failed to comply with Plaintiffs request by failing to
place Plaintiffs telephone numbers on Defendants "Do Not Call" list and failing to
provide Plaintiff with a copy of Defendant's policy on maintaining a "Do Not Call" list.
Thus, the Defendants have further violated 47 C.F.R. 64. 1200(e)(2) and Section 35.47(f)
of the Texas Business and Commerce Code.

XI.

The actions of the Defendants described in this Count were done willfully or knowingly.

APPLICABLE TO ALL COUNTS

XII.

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §227(b)(3) and Section 35.47(f) of the Texas Business and
Commerce Code, Plaintiff is entitled to bring this private cause of action against the
Defendants for violations of the TCPA, the federal regulations enacted pursuant thereto,
and §35.47 (f) ofthe Texas Business and Commerce Code.

XIII.

Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. §227(b)(3) and §35.47 (f) of the Texas Business and Commerce
Code, Plaintiff has incurred actual monetary losses from such violations. Plaintiff hereby
seeks judgment of and from the Defendants, severably and equally, for Plaintiffs actual
monetary losses or the statutory amount of $500.00 for each violation, a sum which
Plaintiff alleges to be within the jurisdictional limits ofthis Court.

XIV.

In addition, Plaintiff alleges that all or some of the violations of the TCPA, the Code of
Federal Regulations, 47 C.F.R. 64.1200, and the Texas Business and Commerce Code
committed by the Defendants were done willfully or knowingly. Plaintiff thus seeks
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additional damages in an amount determined by the Court equal to not more than three
(3) times the amount found by the Court in accordance with Paragraphs XllI hereof

xv.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, Plaintiff prays that the Defendants be cited to
appear and answer herein and that upon trial hereof Plaintiff recover a judgment of and
from the Defendant, for his damages as allowed by law, additional damages, costs of
court, and for all such other and further relief, at law and in equity, to which Plaintiff may
show himselfjustly entitled.
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CV-Judgment for Plaintiff-Default Hearing_R2

Cause Number: CV82C0007632

JOE SHIELDS §
Plaintiff §
~ §
CIIIARELLO INVESTMENTS, INC. §
AND §
DANIEL JERRY PETERSON, INDIVIDUALLY AND §
DBA HOME EQUITY LENDING.COM. HOME EQUITY §
LENDING OF TEXAS, HOME EQUITY LENDING AND
HARD DRIVE MARKETING.COM
Defendants

JOE SHIELDS
16822 STARDALE LANE
FRIENDSWOOD, TX 77546

Default Judgment

In the Justice Court
Harris County, Texas
Precinct 8, Place 2

16603 BUCCANEER LANE
HOUSTON, TX 77062
281-488-7583

On November 19, 2002, this cause was called for a default hearing. Plaintiff appeared in person and announced ready. Defendants,
having been properly served with a citation and a copy of Plaintiffs petition, failed to answer or appear.

The Court. after considering the pleadings and hearing the evidence, is of the opinion that Plaintiff is entitled to recover

It is ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that JOE SHIELDS recover from CHIARELLO INVESTMENTS, INC. AND
DAN[EL JERRY PETERSON, INDIVIDUALLY AND DBA HOME EQUITY LENDING.COM, HOME EQUITY LENDING OF
TEXAS, HOME EQUITY LENDING AND HARD DRIVE MARKETING.COM,jointly and severally, the amount of$I,OOO.OO and
post-judgment interest at the rate of 10% per annum from date ofjudgment until paid, together with court cost of$[28.15.

Relief, other than granted in this judgment, is denied.

All writs and processes for the enforcement and collection of this judgment shall issue as necessary.

~.~Signed on: 11/19/2002 -
GELOUIEDITTA

Justice of the Peace, Precinct 8, Place 2

JUSFI CVDFH82



11/25/2002 19:35 7137849053 JOHt~WORLDPEACE

NO. CV82COOO7631

PAGE 02

roEmR~S §
I

V& §
I

CHIARELLO INVESTMENTS INC. AND t
DANIEL JERRY PETERSON §
INDIVIDUALLY AND DIB/A HOME f
EQUITY LENDING.COM, HOME :EQUITY I
LENDING OF TEXAS, HOME EQUITV I
LENDING AND HARD DRIVE §
MARKETING.COM •

IN THE JUSTICE OF

THE PEACE COURT

PRECINCT NO. I

HAllRIS COUNTYt

DEFENDANT DAN PETEBSQN. ET AL
MOTION TO SET~ml DEFAUI.I JUDGMENT

TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF TInS COURT

COMES NOW, Defendant, Dan Peterson, et a1 and files this DEFENDANT DAN

PETERSON, et ai's MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT JUDGMENT and would respectfully

show unto this Honorable Court the following:

1) This motion is presented within the time allowed by TRep lWle 566; the default

judgment in this case having been rendered on November 19,2002.

2) The fililure ofPeterson. et al. to file an answer before a default judgment was

emered was the result ofaccident and mistake, rather than Peterson, et al's intentional or

conscious indifference, because:

Petenon's attorney WorldPeace. filed Peterson et aI's answer with the District

Clerk by miltake. (Ex "'Att
). Until Peterson received notice oftbe courts' default

judgment, WorldPeace did not realize the Answer was filed with the Harris County

District Clerk.

Further WorldPeace would show the cowt that Shields knew that an answC'f had

been filed because Shields had been faxed a copy of the answer by WoridPeace. (Ex'B")



11/26/2882 19:35 71378491363 JOHNWORLDPEACE

Further, On October 26, 2002 Shields filed a frivolous grievance against

WorldPeace and in that grievance stated that he had received a copy ofthe Peterson's

answer. (Ex "C")

Fwther, WorldPeacc would show the court that Shields also kn~ that tlJ) anl:We'f

had been filed because he filed a motion for Protective Order regarding WorldPeace's

Request for Production. (Ex "D)

3) Petitioner's cause ofaaion ill based 00 Peterson, et a1'3l!1~ymaking an

automated telephone call to Shields. To this cause ofaction, Peterson et aI can and does

set up the meritorious defense that he never called Shields. WorldPeace would show the

court that Shields makes a living tiling fiiVOJOWi and ~oundlc;ss Jawsuits olaiming that

business owners sent him faxes or made automated telephone calls to him. Shields has a

web site where he brags about his successes at harassing business owners.

Due to the fact that Shields makes a living filing these lawsuits, WorldPeacc

would show the Court that Shields has no credibility.

WorldPeace would show the court that in representin& many defendants against

Plaintiffs like Shields in these kinds oflaw5ui1s, the Plaintiffs cannot prove by a

preponderance of the evidence that a fax was received or an automated call was made. It

always comes down to a credibility issue and Plaintiffs like Shields seldom win when

pitted against an attorney because their testimony is skewed by the fact that they make a

living filing these frivolous and groundless lawsuits.

In a word, Plaintiffs like Shields do not make believable witnesses in these kinds

of lawsuits.

4) Setting aside the default judgment in this case will neither occasion delay nor

2



11/25/2002 19:35 7137849053 .JOHt~WORLDPEACE PAGE 04

prejudice Petitioner because Shieldll knew that a General Denial had been filed by

Peterson et al at the time he filed his motion for default judgment.

5) WorldPeace would show the Court that Shields filed a frivolous and

groundless motion and should be sanctioned under Rule 13 TRCP. WorldPeace prays the

Coun to sanction Shields in the amount afSl,OOO.

PRAYER

Peterson l;t a1 prays that the Court grant the Motion to Sa A.$id~ Default

Judgment.

AFFJDAYIT BY AUQMEX

1, the: WldCirsignoo attorney of rc'"Onl., swcur undm uuth that

are true and correct.

~ 'JUWor1dP
.-

SIGNED un<!« oath before me on ~ ~ IzIiJfl..
P /I) U<..-

7,........."...".. ."..........................."..~_...............................'"'3 NotaIY lie, State ofTexas
§ 0 ~.. v 0 (_ E. KAY WORLOPEACE §
~ :~r;. NOTARY PUBLIC. STATE Of~9.IIS
~ ~~~ t.4YCOMMISSION EXPIRES NOTICE OF SUBMISSION§ ~'''o,1\.''r MARCH 16.2005

Ik,........................~~~ 1 set for submission on Friday, November 29, 2002 in Justice

Coon Precinct 8, Place 2, Harris County, Texas and if the Coun is closed for the holidays said

motion will be submitted before 5:OOpm Monday, December 2, 2002.

R~~M~

John WorldPeace
2620 Fountain View #106
Houston, Texas 77057
TBA No. 21872800
Ph: 713-784-7618
Fax: 713-784-9063

3



11/25/2002 19;35 7137849853 ,JOHNl.\IORLDPEACE
PAGE 85

CERTfflCATE OF SER.VICE

I certify that A copy of the above has been forwarded to Joe Shields by fax on November

26,2002 at 6:30pm more than one day before this Defendants to be submitted to the

Court.

John WorldPeace

4



01/05/2003 09:45 7137849053 JOHNWORLDPEACE

Joe Shields
16822 Stardale Lane
Friendswood, T8)(8$ n546
Home: 281·
Home and t-
Wor1c 281~
Pager: 713-t.
Fax Work: 2E

CMIRRR 70011040 0004 Q8191439

PAGE 02

December 31, 2002

John Wor1dpeace
2620 Fountainvlew. Suite 106
Houston, Texas 77057

Re: C8U~ No. 7604996, Joe Shields v. Chiarello Investments Inc. 8l1(J Daniel Jeny Pet~
IndMdually and dIbIa Home Equity Lending.com Home Equity Lending Of Texas, Home Equity
lJmding,lWld HaItI Drive M8ft(eting.oom In tt1e County ClvI Cooo of Law~,Harris COUnty, TelQIs

Dear Mr. Wor1dpeace:

Enclosed herewith is 8 copy of Appellee's Request for Injunctive Retief and Show Cause Order as filed
with the ootJfiy detk in the above styted and nt.mbered cause.

Joe StIiekis
seniorSystems Engineer
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NO. 784998

JOE SHIELDS

VS.

CBIAREUO INVESTMENTS INC.
AND DANIEL JERRY PETERSON
INDIVIDUALLY AND DIB/A
ROME EQUITY LENDING.COM;
HOME EQUITY LENI>ING OF TEXASt
DOME EQUITY LENDING AND
BARD DRIVE MARKETlNG.COM

§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§
§

IN THE COUNT

CIVIL COURT

AT LAW NUMBER 1

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFF'S DEPOSTION APPEARANCE

TO THE HONORABLE JUOOE OF TInS COURT

COMES NOW, Defendant and files this MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFF'S

DEPOsmON APPEARANCE and would show the court the following:

1) On March 19,2003. Defendant noticed Plaintiff for deposition on March 27, 2003.

2) PlaintitTfiled a Motion to Quash on or about Match 21.2003.

3) Defendant moves the court to compel Plaintiffto attend a deposition prior to trial.

4) Trial is set for April 1,2003.

5) Defendant moves for $1,500.00 in attorney's fees for having to file this m.otion.

John WorldPeace
2620 Fountainview, Suite 106
Houston, Texas 77057
TeJ:713·784-7618
Fax: 713-784-9063
TBA#: 21872800

1

.....

March 25,2003 h11



NO. 784998

JOE SHIELDS §
§
§

VS §
§

CHIARELI"Y INVESTMENTS INC. §
AND DANIEL JERRY PETERSON §
INDIVIDUALLY AND D/B/A HOME §
EQUITY LENDING OF TEXAS, HOME §
EQUITY LENDING AND HARD §
DRIVE MARKETING.COM §

IN THE COUNTY CIVIL COURT

AT LAW NUMBER ONE (1)

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

SHORTHAND UENDITION OF TESTIMONY OF .JOHN WOIUJ)PEACE
RE: ATTORNEY FEES

JOHN WORLDPEACE, agreed to serve as Attorney to defend Dan Peterson in an

action for allegedly making telephone calls.

I submit the following information to the Court.

I am a licensed attorney in the state of Texas have been so for over 18 years.

$150.00 is my normal hourly fee, and Trepresent to the Court that this fee is

reasonable and customary for individuals with my education, training, and experience in

Harris County, Texas.

The number of hours (to the nearest tenth) I worked or anticipate working in

perforation ofmy duties in this action is 76.4 hours and I have attached a summary indicating

what Tdid and when including 3 hours for trial in this matter.

I request the sum of$ 11,459.97 from the Plaintiff.

Respectfully submitted on April 4, 2003.

1
April 4, 2003 kwp



Respectfully submitted,

John orIdPeace
TBA No. 21872800
2620 Fountain View, Suite 106
Hou&on,Texas 77057
Tel: 713-784-7618
Fax: 713-784-9063

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing pleading was Hand Delivered to
Joe Shields in open coort on April 4, 2003. ~

John WorldPeace

2



NO. 784998

JOESEnELDS §
§
§

VS §
§

CHIARELLY INVESTMENTS INC. §
AND DANIEL JERRY PETERSON §
INDIVIDUALLY AND D/B/A HOME §
EQUITY LENDING OF TEXAS, HOME §
EQUITY LENDING AND HARD §
DRIVE MARKETING.COM §

IN THE COUNTY CIVIL COURT

AT LAW NUMBER ONE (1)

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

SHORTHAND RENDITION OF HOURS SPENT ON THE
UNDELYING CAUSE OF ACTION

08/20/02 Initial Consultatio"n, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

08/20/02 Reviewed Original Petition, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

09/19/02 Typed Defendant's Original Answer and
Defendant's Request for Disclosure to Plaintiff
KWP, 1 Hr. $ 85.00

09/19/02 Phone Conversation w/ Client, JWP, 2 HRS. $ 300.00

09/19/02 Courier Docwnents to Courthouse to File, HLL $ 25.00

09/23/02 Reviewed Plaintiff's First Set of Interrogatories,
Request for Admissions and First Request for
Production, JWP, 2 HRS. $ 300.00

09/23/02 Fax to Client, Plaintiffs First Set ofInterrogatories,
Request for Admissions and First Request for
Production, 15 pages $ 15.00

09/23/03 Phone Conversation w/Client, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00 ....

09/26/02 Typed, First Set of Interrogatories, Request for
Admissions and First Request for Production,
KWP,2 HRS. $ 170.00

1
April 4. 2003 kwp



10106/02 Reviewed letter from Shield regarding alternative
service and discovery problems, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

10/07102 Phone Conversations wlclient regarding alternative
service, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

10107/02 Reviewed letter and Defendant's Request for Disclosure,
JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

10/07/02 Phone Conversations w/client regarding Request
For Disclosure, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

10/15102 Fax Request for Disclosure to Client for Review,
KWP $ 2.00

10/16/02 Notarized Verification for Client, KWP $ 5.00

10/21/02 Phone Conversations w/client regarding Admissions,
JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

10/21/02 Typed Answers to Admission and Faxed to
Shields, KWP, 1 Hr. $ 85.00

10/22/02 Phone Conversations w/cHent regarding Request
for Production, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

10/22/02 Typed Answers to Request for Production
and Faxed to Shields, KWP, 1.5 HRS. $ 127.50

10/22/02 Phone Conversations w/cHent regarding
Interrogatories, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

10/22/02 Typed Answers to Interrogatories and
Faxed to Shields, KWP, 1.5 HRS. $127.50

10/28/02 Reviewed Plaintiffs Motion for Protective
Order, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

10/28/02 Phone Conversation wi Client, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

11/11/02 Reviewed ofDefault Hearing, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00
.....

11/11/02 Phone Conversation w/Client, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

2



11/26/02 Typed Defendant Dan Peterson, et al Motion
to Set Aside Default Judgment, JWP, 1Hr. $ 150.00

11/26/02 Faxed Defendant Dan Peterson, et al Motion
to Set Aside Default Judgment, KWP, .25 Hr. $37.50

11/26/02 Review harassing Phone Calls and Messages from
Shields not to fax his home or work, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

11/27/02 Reviewed Civil Appeal Bond, JWP, .25 Hr. $ 37.50

11/27/02 Courier Documents to Courthouse to File,
Clear Lake, HLL $ 50.00

11/27/02 Fax to Shields regarding threats to file
criminal charges, KWP, .5 Hr. $ 42.50

11/27/02 Defendant Dan Peterson, et aI, Motion
to Extend Time to File Defendant Dan
Peterson, et al Motion to Set Aside Default
Judgment, JWP,.5 Hr. $ 75.00

11/27/02 Courier Documents to Courthouse to File,
Clear Lake, HLL $ 50.00

11/28/02 Reviewed letter from Shields, JWP, .25 Hr. $ 37.50

11/28/02 Phone Conversation w/ Client, JWP
.5 Hr. $ 75.00

12/13/02 Typed and Faxed and Mailed First Set of
Interrogatories, Requests for Production and
Admissions to Plaintiff, 17 pages, KWP, 2 HRS $ 170.00

12/13/02 Review transcript mailed from Prec. 8 to CCCL #1 $ 150.00

12/16/02 Paid Filing Fee $140.00 for Beverly Kaufman $ 140.00

12/16/02 Courier Documents to Courthouse to File, HLL $ 25.00

Reviewed letter from Beverly Kaufman .25 Hr. $ 37.50
;-

12/18/02

12/21/02 Phone Conversation w/ Client, Regarding
Defendant's Discovery, JWP 1 Hr. $ 150.00

3



12/31/02 Answered Original Petition in CCCL,
JWP,.5 Hr. $ 75.00

12/31/02 Courier Documents to Courthouse to File, HLL $ 25.00

. 01/04/03 Reviewed letter from Shields Regarding
Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories, First
Request for production and Request for
Admissions, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

01/04/03 Phone Conversation w/ Client, JWP
1 Hr. $ 150.00

01/04/03 Typed Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories,
First Request for production and Request for
Admissions, KWP, 2 HRS. $ 170.00

01/04/03 Reviewed letter from Shields Regarding Plaintiffs
Motion for Protective Order, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

01104/03 Phone Conversation w/ Client, JWP
1 Hr. $ 150.00

01/06/03 Review letter from Shield regarding Appellee's
Request for Injunctive Relief and Show Cause
Order, JWP,.5 Hr. $ 75.00

01/06/03 Phone Conversation wi Client, JWP
1 Hr. $ 150.00

01106/03 Responded to letter of 1/6/03 and fa"{ed to Shields
JWP, I Hr. $ 150.00

01106/03 Reviewed letter from Shields regarding Plaintiffs'
Amended request for Injunctive Relief and Show
Cause Order, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

01106/03 Phone Conversation with Client, JWP
1Hr. $ 150.00

01114/03 Remailed Documents for Discovery $ 5.11 ,.-

01115/03 Courier Documents to Courthouse/Certificate of
Written Discovery, HLL $ 25.00

4



01116/03

01118/03

01118/03

01120/03

Courier to Mailed and faxed to Shields; Certificate
ofWritten Discovery Defendant Dan Peterson, et al
Answers to Joe Shield's First Set ofInterrogatories,
Defendant Answers to Plaintiff's Request for
Admissions $ 44.88

Reviewed letter from Shields Regarding, client
contacting him on occasions this month. Also,
second notice for our office from faxing to work
and home, JWP, .25 Hr. $ 37.50

Phone Conversation wi Client, JWP 1 Hr. $ 150.00

Reviewed Plaintiffs Answers to Defendant's Request
for Admission, First Set of Interrogatories and Request
for Production, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

01120/03 Consultation w/ client, JWP, 2 HRS. $ 300.00

02/06/03 Hearing for Temporary Injunction, JWP, 2 HRS. $ 300.00

02/23/03 Review letter from Shields, regarding
Plaintiff's Second Amended Request for Injunctive
Relief, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

02/23/03 Reviewed letter from Shields regarding Plaintiffs'
Amended request for Injunctive Relief and Show
Cause Order, JWP,.5 Hr. $ 75.00

02/23/03 Phone Conversation w/ Client, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

02/25/03 Review Plaintiff's exhibits, JWP, 6 HRS. $ 900.00

03/19/03 Type, faxed and mailed
Notice ofIntention to Take Plaintiffs Oral
Deposition $ 46.98

03/19/03 Courier to Courthouse Defendant's Certificate of
Discovery, HLL $ 25.00 ,. ...

03/21103 Reviewed letter from Shields on
Plaintiffs Motion to Quash Defendant's Deposition
Notice, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

03/21103 Phone Conversation with Client, JWP, 1 Hr.

5
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03/25/03 Notice ofHearing on Motion to Compel Plaintiff
Deposition, JWP, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

03/25/03 Fax and Courier to Courthouse Notice ofHearing on
Motion to Compel PlaintiffDeposition $ 29.00

03/27/03 Notice ofHearing on Motion for Continuance
Amended Notice ofHearing on Motion to Compel
PlaintiffDeposition, JWP, 2 HRS. $ 300.00

03/27/03 Fax and Courier to Courthouse Notice ofHearing
on Motion for Continuance, HLL $ 32.00

03/31/03 Reviewed Plaintiffs Response to Defendant's
Motion for Continuance and Motion to Compel
Hand Delivered to JWP in Courtroom, JWP,.5 Hr $ 75.00

03/31103 Hearing/TriaVContinuance, 2 HRS. $ 300.00

04/01103 Trial Preparation w/ Client 3 HRS, $ 450.00

04/04/03 Trial, 3 HRS. $ 450.00

GRIEVANCE

11/13/02 Reviewed Grievance from State Bar, Dismissed
JWP, I Hr. $ 150.00

01/06/03 Reviewed Grievance from State Bar, JWP, 3 Hr. $ 450.00

01/07/03 Reviewed Fourth Grievance from Shields, JWP
Mailed to State Bar, JWP, 1 Hr. $ 150.00

01120/03 Letter to Mapes, State Bar Regarding Shields,
JWP, 1 Hr. and Faxed $ 150.00

01120/03 Letter to Mapes, State Bar Regarding Shields,
JWP,.5 Hr. and Faxed, 2 HRS. $ 300.00

03/20103 Reviewed letter from Grievance Regarding Shields
.. ...

Hearing on May 20, 2003 @1 :OOpm, .5 Hr. $ 75.00

TOTAL AMOUNT $ 11,459.97
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NO. 784998

JOE SHIELDS §
§

VS §
§

CHIARELLO INVESTMENTS INC. §
AND DANIEL JERRY PETERSON §
INDIVIDUALLY AND D/B/A §
EQUITY LENDING OF TEXAS, HOME §
EQUITY LENDING AND HARD §
DRIVE MARKETING.COM §

IN THE COUNTY CIVIL COURT

AT LAW NUMBER ONE (1)

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

FINAL JUDGMENT

On this date, came on for trial the above cause ofaction.

Plainiff, Joe Shields, appeared pro se and announced ready.

Defendants, appeared represented by attorney WorldPeace and announced

ready.

The court, after considering the evidence, the pleadings and the testimony, rules
as follows:

It is ORDERED that a take nothing judgment is entered against the Plaintiff.

It is ORDERED that Defendant is awarded attorney fees in the amount of
$ said amount to accumulate interest at__% per annum until paid. Said
amount is entered as a judgment against Joe Shields personally and in favor of John
WorldPeace to be paid to John WorldPeace at his place ofbusiness which is presently
located at 2620 Fountainview, Suite 106, Houston, Texas, 77057 .

All other relief plead and not specifically granted is hereby denied.

SIGNED on _

PRESIDING JUDGE



Cause No. 784998

JOE SHIELDS §
§
§

VS. §
§

CillARELLO INVESTMENTS INC. AND §
DANIEL JERRY PETERSON §
INDIVIDUALLY AND D/B/A HOME §
EQUITY LENDING.COM, HOME §
EQUITY LENDING OF TEXAS, HOME §
EQUITY LENDING AND HARD DRIVE §
MARKETING.COM §

IN THE COUNTY CIVIL COURT
AT LAW #1

HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

FINAL JUDGMENT AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION

On the 4th day of April 2003 came on to be heard the above entitled and numbered

cause. Joe Shields, the Plaintiff, appeared in person and pro se and announced ready for

trial. Chiarello Investments Inc. appeared by and through its authorized representative

and its attorney and announced ready for trial. Daniel JerryPeterson Individually and

d/b/a Home Equity Lending.com, Home Equity Lending OfTexas, Home Equity Lending

and Hard Drive Marketing.com appeared in person and by his attorney ofrecord and

announced ready for trial.

No jury having been demanded, all matters offact and things in controversy were

submitted to the court.

This Court finds the Plaintiff credible.

The Court is of the opinion that Chiarello Investments Inc. and Daniel Jerry Peterson

Individually d/b/a Home Equity Lending.com, Home Equity Lending OfTexas, Home

Equity Lending and Hard Drive Marketing.com made two telephone calls to the Plaintiff

in violation of the Telephone Consumer Protection Act, 47 U.S.C. §227, the Code of

Federal Regulations implementing the Telephone Consumer Protection Act, 47 FCR

§64.1200, and the Texas Business and Commerce Code 35.47 and the Plaintiff is thus

entitled to recover damages and that the action of the said Defendant's were done

willfully and knowingly and that the Plaintiff is thus entitled to recover additional
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damages. The Court further finds that the Defendants should be permanently enjoined as

herein after stated.

It is therefore ORDERED, AJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that Joe

Shields do have and recover statutory damages from Chiarello Investments Inc. and

Daniel Jerry Peterson Individually d/b/a Home Equity Lending.com, Home Equity

Lend·n OfTexas, Home Equity Lending and Hard Drive Marketing.com in the sum of (re--
$ ~ t:) W1) ($ ). I.1i·'5""fttI1ftet=-eftl~I4aa~

ve and recover from Chiarello Investments Inc. and Daniel I

It is further ORDERED that Chiarello Investments Inc. and Daniel Jerry Peterson

Individually d/b/a Home Equity Lending.com, Home Equity Lending OfTexas, Home

Equity Lending and Hard Drive Marketing.com and all employees, officers, directors,

contractors, agents, attorney's, successors, assignees, affiliates, merged or acquired

predecessors, parent or controlling entities, subsidiaries, and all other persons acting in

concert or participation with Chiarello Investments Inc. and Daniel Jerry Peterson

Individually and d/b/a Home Equity Lending.com, Home Equity Lending OfTexas,

Home Equity Lending and Hard Drive Marketing. com be and are hereby permanently

enjoined from violating the Telephone Consumer Protection Act 47 U.S.C. §227, the

Code ofFederal Regulations implementing the Telephone Consumer Protection Act, 47

FCR §64.1200, and the Texas Business and Commerce Code 35.47 and are specifically

enjoined from:

a. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line using an artificial or

prerecorded voice to deliver a message without the prior express consent of the

called party;

b. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line using an artificial or

prerecorded voice to deliver a message without an established business

relationship with the called party;
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c. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line which fails to clearly

state at the beginning of the telephone call the full identity (first and last name) of

the individual making the call;

d. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line which fails to clearly

state, at the beginning or during the telephone call the name of the entity

represented;

e. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line which fails to clearly

state, at the beginning or during the telephone call the telephone number or

address of the entity represented;

f initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line using an artificial or

prerecorded voice to deliver a message which fails to clearly state, at the

beginning or during the message the name of the individual or business initiating

the telephone call;

g. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line using an artificial or

prerecorded voice to deliver a message which fails to clearly state, at the

beginning or during the message the telephone number or address ofthe

individual or business initiating the telephone call;

h. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line at any time or within

ten (10) years after the called party has requested that their telephone number(s)

be placed on a do-not-calliist;

1. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line without having a

written policy on maintaining a do-not-calllist or providing to the called party on

demand a copy of such written policy;

J. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line without training

personnel engaged in telephone solicitation in properly and completely

identifying themselves;

k. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line without training

personnel engaged in telephone solicitation on the requirements and restrictions of

the initiation of artificial or prerecorded voice messages to residential telephone

lines;

1. initiating any telephone call to any residential telephone line without training

personnel engaged in telephone solicitation on the use of a do-not-calliist;
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m. entering into, forming, organizing, or reorganizing into any partnership,

corporation, sole proprietorship, or any other business structure for the purpose of

avoiding compliance with the terms of this Injunctive Order;

n. violating 47 U.S.c. § 227 as amended, the FCC's implementing rules 47 C.F.R. §

64.1200 or Section 35.47 of the Texas Business and Commerce Code in any other

manner.

The requirement, if any is applicable, for a bond is hereby waived by the Court.

It is further ORDERED that the judgment hereby rendered shall bear interest at ten

percent (10%) per annum, compounded annually, from the date hereofuntil paid.

All costs ofcourt expended or incurred in this cause are hereby adjudged against

Chiarello Investments Inc. and Daniel Jerry Peterson Individually d/b/a Home Equity

Lending.com, Home Equity Lending Of Texas, Home Equity Lending and Hard Drive

Marketing.com as are all writs and processes for the enforcement and collection ofthis

judgment and any other costs of court that may be issued as necessary.

All other reliefnot expressly granted herein is hereby denied. j , /J;~/r..,(£~/J
APR 172003 hJ{~~ II' f""/~ ".

V;f#~ J ,
Signed this day of 2003

So II;.) LJ() Ie '- () ;O~4C-/z.
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